REPOKT OF NATIONAL MUSEUM, 1888. The early navigators, the French fishermen and tlie English colonists, each availed themselves to the utmost of the store of this sea-fowl which a (to the unfeathered bipeds) kindly Providence had placed at their disposal.
For many years the birds were used for provision, both fresh and salted, and probably for bait by the fishermen, but great as was the drain made on the birds for these purposes it This speaks of the bird as rare, giving no hint that it was then looked upon as extinct, but in the " Gloucester Telegraph" for August 7, 1839, is an article from the " Salem Register" signed " A Fisherman," in which the Great Auk is spoken of as being already exterminated.
This paragraph which is interesting in that it adds one more cause for the extermination of the bird to those alreadj^known, is as follows : All the mackerel-men who arrive report the scarcity of this fish, and at the same time I notice an improvement in taking them with nets at Cape Cod and other places.
If this speculation is to go on without being checked or regulated by tlie Government, will not these fish be as scarce on the coast as jjenguins are, which were so plenty before the Revolutionary War that our fishermen could take them with their gaffs? But during the war some mercenary and cruel individuals used to visit the islands on the eastern coast where were the haunts of these birds for breeding, and take them for the sake of the fat, which they procflred and then let the birds go.t This proceeding destroyed the whole race.
The Kev A little investigation showed that many of the deserted burrows, possibly some recent ones also, had been taken possession of by breeding j)etrels [Oceanodroma leucorrhoa) which were thus saved the trouble of digging their own nesting places.
A few Pufi&us {Fratercula aretica) are also found on the island, but they seemed to have been no more successful than ourselves in finding bones, for none lay scattered about the entrance to their holes.
Taking into consideration the general character of the islets, the thickness of the turf that covers them, their nearness to shore and the absence of remains of the Great Auk, it seems at least doubtful if the bird ever dwelt here, although the absence of remains is, it must be said, negative evidence of but small value.
If the Great Auk once bred in this vicinity. Offer Wadham, 9 miles farther seaward, is much more likely to have been its habitat, but it may be questioned if the bird was found there in historic times.
There can be little doubt that the extent of the breeding range of the Great Auk has been as a rule much overestimated, and the writer's own belief is that, like the Gannet, the Garefowl was confined to a very few localities. This is known to have been the case in Europe, and, while the fact is more difficult to prove in regard to America, it must be borne in mind that all definite accounts of the Great Auk in the New World point to, at the most, three or four localities, although during its migrations the bird occurred along the Atlantic coast from Newfoundland to Virginia.
Had it been otherwise, and had the Great Auk, as is so often stated, bred at numerous localities along the coasts of Newfoundland and Labrador, the bird in limited numbers would probably be alive today.
The circumstance that the bird, with suicidal persistence, resorted to a few chosen breeding places, and that it was there found in great numbers, rendered its destruction not only possible but probable, and when the white man first set foot in America, the extinction of the Great Auk became merely a question of time.
The XVIII, 1860, 6981. Notes that the Great Auk has not been met with by any of the modern Arctio expeditions.
